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FOR THE GOSPEL HERALD. 
ACCOMMODATION OF SCRIPTURE. 
The New Testament writers often quote the 

Scriptures of the Old Testament, by way of ac- 
commodation, and therefore too much stress should 
not be laid on the use which has been made of such 
passages; since no application of any portion of 
Scripture, not even by the apostles themselves, can 
alter its original meaning. 

Hence, when the apostle says, Heb. i. 8, “Thy 
throne, O God, is for ever and ever:” Kc. applying 
a passage in the forty-fi/th Psalm to Christ, the Son 
of God, what the writer to the Hebrews js labouring 
to prove, is undoubtedly true, namely, that Jesus 
was anointed with the oil of gladness above his fel- 
lows: but, nevertheless, it does not necessarily fol- 
low that this was the meaning of the Psalmist. 
For let any one read the whole Psalm, attentively, 
and it will be perceived that it was written in honour 
of the royal family, at the time when the queen 
was brought home, and stood at the right hand of 
the king “in gold of Ophir;” whom the Psalmist 
addresses, ver. 10, 11. Now, we may say, that this 
Psalin is prophetical, and that, the king means 
Christ, and the queen represents the Church, &c.— 
but the question is, was this the meaning of the 
Psalmist ? If so, what does he mean by the “ daugh- 
ter of Tyre” —* the king’s daughter”—the virgins 
her companions 7” &c. &c. Understand the Psalm 
literally, as meaning what it says, and it is all per- 
fectiy rational and plain; but put any other con- 
struction upon it, and it is all mystery in a mist! 

Again. Heb. ii. 8. “ Thou hast put all things io 
subjection under his feet.” This the Apostle ap- 
plies to Christ; and though he says, “we see not 
yet all things put under him,” yet he evidently im- 
plies that such will be the case ; which undoubtedly 
is correct, as he states, 1 Cor. xv. 25, “ For he must 
reigu, till he hath put all enemies under his feet.” 
The Apostle’s argument, however far fetched, is 
correct ; that 1s, the fact which he was endeavour- 
ing to enforce on the minds of his Hebrew brethren, 
we believe true; but the passage of scripture which 
he quoted for that purpose, which is from the eighth 
Psalm, he uses by way of accommodation ; because 
in the Psalm, it only relates to man, collectively, 
and the “dominion” is over “ali sheep and oxen, 
yea, and the beasts of the field,” &c. See ver. 7, 
8. Now why had not man such dominion then, 
as much as now, or as much as he ever will have ? 

Again. Paul says, 1 Cor. xv. 54. “Then shall 


be brought to pass the saying that is written, death 
ts swallowed up in victory.” This saying he applies 





edly be “ brought to pass,” then, that is, when this 


mortal putson immortality in the very highest sense 
of the word. But is that the meaning of the say- 
in Isaiah? If so, all is correct; UM not, then the 
text is used by the Apostle by way of accommoda- 
tion. . Ifany should think the “ mountain,” and the 
“ feast of fat things,” spoken of in Isa. xxv. 6—3, 
will be in eternity; that is, that this was the 
meaning of the prophet; then let him read ver, 10, 
of the same chapter: “ For in the mountain shall 
the hand of the Lord rest, and Moab shall be trod 
den down under him, even as straw is trodden down 
for the dunghill.” Now, if this is to be carrivd 
into eternity, then the other may be; but with no 
more propriety ! 

Once more, and we have done. 
in. 16. * Now to Abraham and his seed were the 
promises made. He saith not, And to seeds, as of 
many; but as of one, And to thy seed, which is 
Christ.” Now let the reader carefully examine 
the following passages, in all of which he will find 
the word seed, as of one, not seeds, as of many. 
Moreover, the Hebrew word zro, rendered seed, 
is ever used in the singular number, when applied 
to the human species, as in the following passages. 
Gen. xii. 7. xiii. 15, 16. xv. 5, 13, 18. xvii. 7—12. 
Xxi. 12, 13. xxii. 17, 18, xxiv. 7, 60. xxvi. 3, 4, 24. 
Xxvili. 4, 13, 14, xxxii. 12, xxxv. 12. xviii. 4, 11. 
Exod. xxxiii. 1. Deut, xxxiv. 4. 

Now, in all of the above passages, the word seed 
is in the singular number in the Hebrew, as well as 
in English. Hence, so far as an argument can rest 
on the word seed, all may be said to be Christ, as 
much as any: and yet this seed was to be as THE 
DUST OF THE EARTH, OF as the STARS OF HEAVEN, 
for multitude!—while the promised blessing was 
“ALL THE COUNTRIES FROM THE RIVER OF 
Eeypt, UNTO THE GREAT RIVER, THE RIVER Ev- 
purates!” What is there said therefore, here, 
either about “ Christ,” as an individual, or about 
“ justifying the heathen through faith?” See Gal. 
iit. 8, 16. 

It may be asked, when will all nations be blessed 
in the seed of Abraham, understanding that seed to 
be his posterity, collectively 2? Answer. When the 
seed of Abraham, collectively, shall come into the 
possession of the Jand of Canaan, so as to hold it as 
“an everlasting possession.” But until the promise 
is fulfited to the seed themselves, why should we 
expect it fulfilled to the nations who are only to be 
blessed in them? If the seed of Abraham shall pos- 
sess the land of Canaan in eternity, then all nations 
may be blessed in them in eternity! Gen. xviii 8. 


Paul says, Gal. 





to the general resurrection; and it will undoubt- 


Let us not be snisunderstoo’. We admit, yea 
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firmly believe, that “the God and Father of our 


Lord Jesus Christ hath blessed us with every spi- 
ritual blessing in heavenly things in Christ: ac- 
cording as he chose us, in him, before the founda- 
tion of the world, that we might be holy and spot- 
less before him in love :” (Eph. i. 8, 4.) but when 
the apostie undertook to make out by an argument, 
founded on the word seed being in the singular 
nunibet, that such a promise was made to Abraham, 
we only regret that he could not have found an ar- 
gument more conclusive. In this way we might 
make the promise apply to any one of the posterity 
of Abralam, as well as to Jesus of Nazareth. The 
only way it can be made to apply is, to say that the 
land of Canaan typically represented heaven; and 
the word Christ, by way of metonyimy, represented 
all the seed of Abraham, that is, the whole house of 
Israel; an argument which may be satisfactory to 
some, but which appears to us to be rather far 
fetched. We think, therefore, that we do the scrip- 
tures less injury, and the apostle better justice, by 
admitting that the scriptures were thus quoted by 
way of accommodation, (a construction that, as we 
understand, is now admitted by the most learned 
German commentators,) than by saying that those 
scriptures must have these meanings, because they 
But it is too true that 
people are apt to he sanguine and illiberal in pro- 
portion to their ignorance on these subjects. But 
while the apostle exhorts us to “ prove all things,” 
we fee! ourselves at full liberty to examine all the 


were so used by the apostle. 


proofs which have veen brought by others, not ex- 


cepting those which have been brought even by the 
aposties the mscives. 

It may be said, that if the New Testament writers 
quoted the Old Testament scriptures, by way of ac- 
commodation, it argues either the tgnorance, or 
else, what is worse, the dishonesty of the apostles. 
Not so! And even were this the case, it is no evi- 
dence against the fact. Christ himself admitted 
that he cast out devils [or demons] by the finger [or 
power } of God ; but is this any evidence that he be- 
lieved in the real existence of such beings? 
the aposties did sometimes quote the scriptures of 
the Oid Testament by way of accommodation, is 
now admitted by the most learned commentators, 
particularly the German commentators on this sub- 
ject, even of the orthodox school ; and it is believ- 
ed, by the writer of this article, that it is impossible 
to defend all that they have written, upou any other 
ground. An attempt has been made* to defend 
Paul’s use of the passage, “ Death is swallowed up 
in victory,” without admitting the truth of our hy- 
pothesis: but with what success our readers can 
judge. It is admitted that “ the feast of fat things, 
was made “1 Zion when Christ was offered ;” to 
which we perfectly agree: and we only ask, when 
“the knowledge of the Lord shall cover the earth 
as the waters cover the seas,” whether all that the 
prophet predicted will not be fulfilled? That is, whe- 
ther the event would not justify the language of the 
prophet; and if so, what difficulty is there in ad- 
mitting that he meant nothing more ? and whether 


* See the last number of the Herald. 
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it is reasonable to infer from the language of the 

prophet alone, unassisted by the commentary of the 

apostle, that he meant any thing further, is a ques. 

tion which our readers must decide. If so, what is 
that mystery of which Paul speaks, (Col. i, 26,) 
“ Even the mystery which hath been hid from ages 
and from generations, but Now is made maniiest to 
his saints?” Now this mystery, which had so long 
been hid; but which is mow made manifest, and 
which had been so recently made manifest in the 
days of the apostle, we undertand to be the doctrine 
of “life and immortality,” which Paul says was 
brought to light, “ through the gospel.” 2 Tim. i. 10, 
Now, if this glorious doctrine was equally brought 
to light to Adam, to Abraham, and to all the pro- 
phets, how could Paul, in truth, say it had “ been 
hid from ages,” when, in fact, it had been revealed 
from the very beginning ? That Abraham and the 
prophets foresaw the day of Christ on earth ; that 
they foresaw the gospel dispensation, as the great 
and glorious “ day of the Lord,” we have not the 
smallest doubt: but of what would be revealed in 
that day, more than love, joy, and universal peace 
on earth, we believe to be the very thing of which 
ihe apostle speaks, and which he says was nip from 
them; namely, the doctrine of “life and immor- 
tality,” which “ was given us in Christ Jesus before 
the world began: but is Now made manifest by the 
apreaRrine of our Saviour Jesus Christ,” &e. If 
this grace, therefore, Was made manifest by the ap- 
pearing of our Saviour, it was not made nianifest 
wotil he appeared. Hence, when the testimony of 
the prophets is made to apply to any thing that was 
not made manifest to the prophets, it must be used 
by way of accommodation. 

Again. “ Death is swallowed up in victory,” 
with every believer, that is, with every partaker of 
the gospel feast, in the sense of the prophet, as much 
as it will be, in the sense of the apostle, in the re- 
surrection. “ And you hath he quickened who were 
dead in trespasses and sins”—yea, “God, who is 
rich in mercy—even when we were dead in sin, 
hath QUICKENED us together with Christ,” Ephes. 
ii. 1, 4,5. Now, before they were quickened, they 
were dead ; but when they were quickened, that is, 
made alive from the dead, Dears was (with them) 
SWALLOWED UP IN vicrory¥! This is the feast of 
fat things of which the prophet spake, and which 
shall ultimately be unto all people ; but if the one, 
of which the apostle spake, was equally made 
known to the prophet, then, what was hidden trom 
him ?—and how was this made manifest by THE aP- 
PEARING Of our Saviour Jesus Christ? This is 
our view—though we have by no means attempted 
to “outdo the prophet and the apostle,” much less 
do we wish our readers to take any thing on the 
mere “ ipse dizit” of man! But if we have assisted 
the reader in coming in a plain, rational, and con- 
sistent way to the knowledge of divine truth, it is 
the height of the ambition of HONESTUS. 

REPLY. 

Our premises, stated in our last number, in the 

commencement of our remarks on Isa. xxv. 6—8, 





are “yet alive.” The declaration by the prophet 
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is either true or false. We regret that Honestus has 
misstated our premises, at least so far as to lead the 
reader into a capital error relative to the mountain 
being carried into eternity, as well as the conse- 
quences of the feast made in the mountain. We 
presume no man, in his senses, will suppose the 
mountain of earth, which the prophet spake of, will 
be carried into eternity ; as H. speaks of, in bis fourth 
paragraph. As no man, therefore, will be guilty of 
this absurdity, we will leave it where we found it: 
and stick to the text of our premises. The reader 
can now conclude, with perfect safety, that the tread- 
ing down of Moab, has no more to do with eternity 
than the mountain, But the consequences of the 
feast of fat things, made in the mountain, for all 
people, it is agreed, on all sides, will go into eter- 
nity. 

We will now examine the hypothesis, which 
teaches the accommodation of the prophet’s decla- 
ration by the apostle, &c. Honestus says, 

“The New Testament writers often quote the 
Scripture of the Old Testament by way of accom- 
modation, and therefore too much stress should not 
be laid on the use which has been made of such 


passages; since no application of any portion of 


Scripture, not even by the apostles themselves, can 
alter its original meaning.” 

Now we say, it must be admitted, that Panl made 
either a right, ora wrong “ use,” of Isaiah’s decla- 
ration, “ Death is swallowed up in victory ;” or “ He 
will swallow up death in victory.” If Paul made 
« wrong, that is, an erroneous use of the prophet’s 
declaration, then no stress can be laid—no authority 
can be found in Paul! If Paul made a right use of 
it, that is, a true use of the prophet’s declaration, too 
much stress cannot be laid on the use he has made 
of it. 

Honestus has left the reader a brief choice of in- 
ferences, namely,—“ Since no application of any 
portion of Scripture, not even by the apostles them- 
selves, can alter its original meaning.” The in- 
ferences, then, are the follewing: If Paul made a 
right use of this portion of Scripture, he made it 
either aceording, or contrary to its original meaning. 
As it would be offensive to reason and common 
Sense, to suppose a right use of any portion of Scrip- 
ture can be contrary to its “original meaning,” 
will conclude that aright use of the Scripture must 
be according to “its original meaning.” There- 
fore Paul, if he made a right use of the portion in 
question, used it according to “its original mean- 
ing.” On these premises, then, Paul must stand or 
fall. On these premises, also, Honestus must stand 
or fall. 

What shall we understand by the term “ accom- 
modation,” as used by Honestus? Ans. We are not 
left to conjecture—it is the using of words, and ap- 
plication of sayings, differently from the use made 
of them by their original authors. It is, in fact, to 
illustrate the subject by a plain simile, to seek and 
find a convenience in the use of any thing to a dif- 
ferent end or purpose from that which was origin- 
ally imtended by the formation of it; as if a man 
should pick his teeth with his spurs—measure grain 


we 





in bis hat, or use his boot for and instead of a bot- 
tle. A ipan does not cover his head with his hat, “by 
way of accommodation ;” because ne exigence is 
supposed to exist to call for that measure—his hat 
is athand; and expressly for that purpose. But, 
if an exigeiice occuis, Where aman bas lost bis hat, 
he may cover hishead with his wife’s bonnet. ‘This 
would be “ by way of accommodation.” It is plain 


then, that if a man should cover ins head with his 
wife’s bonnet, this application of the bonnet, by the 
man, would not alter its original application. 
reader will see the quality of Paul’s act, when Paul 
used the prophet’s declaration, “by way of accom- 
modation.” 

We will now examine an important feature inthe 


prophet’s declaration, Isaiah, after saving “* Death 
shall be swallowed up in victory,” or “He will 
swallow up death in victory; and the Lora God 
will wipe away tears from off all faces,” &c. de- 
clares, “* For the Lorp hath spokenit.”. The ques- 
tion, therefore, is, not what the prophet meant, but, 
what the Lorn, who spoke, meant. We shall con- 
tend, that the Lorp meant what He said. If Ho- 
nestus has evidence to prove the contrary, he has 
not produced it. If Honestus is better qualified to 
understand and know what the Lorp meant, than 
Paul was when he wrote his epistle to the Corinthi- 
ans, then his opinion or asseveration is of more 
weight than Paul’s. If Paul was better qualified 
than Honestus, then Paul is better authority, on this 
subject, than Honestus. Paul declares of the say- 
ing that is written, that it shall come to pass when 
“this corruptible shall put on incorrupticn, and this 
mortal shall put on immortality.” Now if Honestus 
can prove that this saying shall be brought to pass 
before the time declared by Paul, then we will ac- 
knowledge that Paul used the saying by way of ac- 
commodation—also, that the Lorp meant the say- 
ing should be brought to pass before the time spoken 
of by Paul, and that Paul was mistaken, And, 
wonderful to relate, we will acknowledge that Ho- 
nestus can prove that “ death is swallowed up in 
victory” to man, even when man is corruplible and 
mortal ! We admire Paul’s logic ; and pity the frail 
structure of Honestus’s premises. Reader, behold 
the difference. The subject is the complete anni- 
hilation of death—death is to be swallowed up, every 
particle of him, in victory! Paul, the heaven-taught 
Paul, knew his subject. He was speaking of the 
time, and the means also, which will effect the end. 
When man shali be raised incorruptible and im- 
mortal, then, and not till then, shall or can the say- 
ing be brought to pass. 

Relative to “learned Commentators,” and “ Ger- 
man Commentators,” we will only say, that we ne- 
ver yet saw the man whose learning would serve a 
better purpose than common sense. What the Edi- 
tor of this Paper Anows, he knows as certainly as 
any learned Commentator knows any thing. The 
subject beiure us can be better decided by reason 
and common sense, which, God be praised, is at the 
beck and call of every plain hovest man, than by 
any learning which shall set these homespun arti- 


cles aside. We contend, that no propesition can 
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be presented to the mind of man, less ambiguous 
and obscure, than the prominent and controlling 
features of the subject before us. The prophecy 
which the Lorp spake, by his prophet Isaiah, de- 
clares that the “ Lorp Gop will swallow up death 
in victory, and wipe away tears from off all faces,” 
&c. &e. The Ploughman and the Mechanic are as 
well qualified to know when they are in sorrow an: 
trouble, sickness and death, as the learned Com- 
mentator. And the learned Commentator, whose 
learning has taught him that the saying that is writ- 
ten is now brought to pass, according to the original 


meaning of it, in his own person, while in the flesh, 
will have sorrowful evidence, and a deathlike testi- 
mony in proof of the contrary. 

There is another prominent feature in Fa. tk. 
6—8, which we will present to the reader’s éonsi- 
deration. The Lorp Gop says, imperatively, with- 
out contingent or condition, “ He will destroy”— 
What? Ans. “The face of the covering cast over 
all people,” &c. “ He will swallow up death in 
victory” —* The Lorp Gop will wipe away tears 
from off all faces,” &c. “ for the Loxp hath spoken 
it.” According to Paul, this prophecy shall not 
comne to pass, to any people, in the present world. 
According to Honestns, it shall, and has come to 
pass with some men, tncluding Paul, already. Paul, 
it seems, was the recipient, in his own person, of 
this prophecy, and did not know it. So ignorant 
was Paul of this, that he referred the time to his re- 
surrection after death! Honestits, however, has 
made the discovery ; but too Iate to benefit Paul by 
the information. 


Honestus’s application of his qnotations relative to 
the believers’ condition in this life, aud of the mys- 
tery, &c. to the prophecy in Isaiah, seem to be very 
mal-apropos, for the following reasons: First, Paul 


gives a different account of this matter. To pre- 
vent mistake, first understand, that the aionton life 
of the believer in the flesh, is another consideration 
apart from “incorruption and immortality ;” for 
the believer who hath the everlasting or aionion life, 
is neither “incorruptible. nor immortal ;” conse- 
quently, the saying that is written does not come to 
pass to him, until his literal resurrection to glory. 
We will make a “ low bow” to the man who can in- 
form us, how any of the human race shall be privi- 
leged above Jesus Christ, and be “ crowned with 
glory and honour” before death, when he, for the 
suffering ef death, was crowned with glory and ho- 
nour? How men are to be crowned or made the 
recipients of glory, before they are raised to glory, 
from their weak, dishonourable, corruptible, and 
mortal state ? 

Second, Honestus, to prove his hypothesis, that 
the believer in the flesh “is a partaker of the gos- 
pel feast, in the sense of the prophet, as much as it 
will be in the sense of the apostle, in the resurrec- 
tion,” introduces detachments from Ephes. ii. which, 
so far from aiding him, when considered in con- 
nexion with the same Paul’s declarations, ¢6 to 
prostrate his hypothesis in the dust. See Ephes. i. 
19,20. “And what is the exceeding greatness of 
his power to us-ward who believe, according to the 
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working of bis mighty power, which he Wrought in 
Christ, when he raised him from the dead, and set 
him at his own right hand in the heavenly places, 
far above all principality,” &c. We ask, When 
was “death swallowed up in victory” to Christ? 
Remember, Christ must have the pre-eminence! 
Can you say, in the face of these facts, that “ death 
was swallowed up in victory” to Christ, before his 
resurrection from the dead? There is a sense ip 
which Paul considered himself “ quickened with 
Christ ?’ but, you will observe, it was when Pay! 
was “dead in sins.” Will you contend that death 
was swallowed up in victory to Paul at that time? 
Does not Paul sum up all, when he says, “ hath 
raised us up together, and made ws sit together in 
heavenly places in [not with] Christ Jesus?” We 
find this same believing Paul saying of himself, 
“ O wretched man that I am! who shall deliver me 
from the body of this death?” Can it be possible 
that death was swallowed up in victory to Paul when 
he made this declaration? Paul also says of Christ, 
that “Christ being raised from the dead, dieth no 
more ; death hath no more dominion over him.” In 
this case, and in no other kind, can it be said, that 
death is swallowed up in victory. Paul declares io 
his believing brethren, “If ye live after the flesh, 
ve shall die.” Can this be true, and death be swal- 
lowed up in victory to the believer? To talk of 
the existence and effects of death to a man, after 
that death is swallowed up in victory, is, to our con- 
ception, a monstrous absurdity. If we should 
swallow up Honestus in victory, we question whe 
ther he would be seen again ; unless he should be 
blessed with a new creation, 

Honestus’s argument, that because a man is pass- 
ed from death unto life, death “ is swallowed up in 
victory,” will not stand the test—for it is the atonion 
life of the believer in the flesh, the consequence of 
his faith, and not the life which is the consequence 
of being raised from the dead, iminortal, &c. Pan! 
shall settle this matter. (2 Cor. iv. 11.) “For we 
which live are always delivered onto death for Je- 
sus’s sake, that the life also of Jesus might be made 

So then, death work- 
Pray, how can death 


manifest in our mortal flesh. 
eth jn us, but life in you.” 
work, after death is swallowed up in victory? Paal 
tells the Colossians, (iii. 3.) “ Ye are dead, and your 
life is hid with Christ in God.” When the Colos- 
sians are made the recipients of the life which is hid 
with Christ in God, death will be swallowed up in 
victory to them, and not before. 

Honestus’s argoment, that if “life and immor- 
tality” was equally brought to light to Abraham and 
the prophets, &c. how could Paul say, in truth, 
it had been hid from ages, has nothing to do, as a0 
objection, with our view of the subject before us 
We assert what every man possessing common 
sense must admit, when he examines the whole mat- 
ter; namely: The “ Lonp Gop” declares, speak- 
ing by the mouth of Isaiah, his prophet, that “ He 
will swallow up death in victory, and will wipe away 
tears from off all faces,” &e. Isaiah declares, that 
“the Lorp hath spoken it.” The prophet is the 
raessenger or bearer of this communication, of the 
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full import of which, and the manner and time o! 
its accomplishment, no man can pretend to know 
that the prophet had an equal knowledge with Paul. 
Tie prophet Daniel was a messenger of tidings, the 
import of which he was ignorant of; and he was 


denied, when he asked for an explanation. (See 
Dav. xii.) Itis a notorious fact, of the truth ot 
which every man has painful evidence, that in the 
flesh, sorrow and crying, sickness and death, are the 
constant concomitants of humanity. Death is not 
swallowed up in victory—the vail of ignorance, o1 
covering of darkness, is not destroyed—tears are 
not wiped away from off all faces. It would be an 
insult to reason, an outrage to common sense, to as- 
sert this. But, the Lorp Gop hath spoken. He 
will perform it. 

The feast is made—but not eaten. There is, to 
everyson and daughter of the earthly man, a day 
to dawn, full of joy. A morning, to be irradiated 
with asun which shall never set. A meridian tide 
and splendour of inexpressible glory, which shall 
endure eternal as eternity. A hope pregnant with 
future, but undefined good, was planted in the first 
man’s bosom. Abraham, the patriarchal father, 
heard the oath of the King of Heaven, and knew, 
from experience of his Creator’s goodness, that the 
blessing promised would make the recipients rich. 
The prophets in succession sang the tidings of good 
willto nan; and uttered, in joyful hope, the truths 
of Heaven, and dark sayings from the days of old. 
In the fulness of time God sent his Son, full of grace 


and truth; and of him made in the mountain of 


Zion, a feast of fat things, which shall be to all peo- 
ple. Inthis very mountain was the pledge redeem- 
ed of good to man; by giving evidence in the resur- 
rection of Christ from the dead, that man, in the ag- 
gregate, shall rise triumphant over death and be freed 
from all the ills that flesh isheir to. Paul, the great 
apostle of the Gentiles, was commissioned to preach 
the hidden mystery, and reveal to man the lime 
when he shall triumph, like his Head, over death, 


and be made in the heavenly image, the recipient of 


the promised goed. 

From the foregoing testimony and facts, we think 
it appears true, beyond the possibility of refutation, 
that Paul did not quote the passage in question “ by 
way of accommodation ;” and would rest the truth 
of this on the fact, that the saying written never has 
been, and never can be brought to pass before, or at 
any other time, and in any other manner, or by 
other means, than at the time, in the manner, and by 
the means precisely stated by the apostle. To our 
conceptuan, no truth ds more apparent, or better at- 
tested by Scripture, reason, and our own experi- 
ence, than this truth, which we regard as a mo- 
mentous truth of the Christian religion. As such 
we believe it. We shall defend it witb all our 
might, and with that coufidence of success, which 
arises from a conviction that he who assisted Paul 
will assist us, and enable us to be more than con- 
querors, 

Note —We must defer our farther remarks on 


Houestus’s communic ation, until our next, not hav- 
‘ng roum for the whale in this Number. 








FOR THE GOSPEL” HERALD. 

Mr. Editor.—In the Gospel Herald of April 22, 
1826, I observe an article, entitled, “ Corruption 
and Mortality considered.” In the introductory 
ubservations, you say, “If we have different views 
in any particulars, from our Br. B., and express 
them publicly, we are confident of meeting his ap- 
probation ; believing, that whatever imperfections 
may stick to him as a man in the flesh, that bigotry 
cannot be reckoned of the number.” To this de- 
‘laration we give our hearty assent, both as respects 
Br. B. and Br. F., and, at the same time, elaim the 
privilege of differing from both. 

To my apprehension, there is nothing more 
clearly revealed, than the continued conscivusness 
of man, “ whether in the body, or out of the body ;” 
and, at the same time, that nothing is more clearly 
revealed, than that there is to be a more complete 
and general resurrection, than what takes place iin- 
mediately on the dissolution of the body. That 
there is a day appointed when Christ will personally 
appear, and raise all the dead with material, but glo- 
rified bodies. Paul, indeed, says, It is raised a spt- 
ritual body, but he does not say it is raised an imima- 
terial body. If he had, his language would have 
been as unintelligible to me, as if he had said, he 
sailed to Rome in an immaterial ship. There is 
nothing more explicit in the Scripture account of 
the resurrection, than that the dead are to be raised 
with a body. And all lexicographers, and all the 
common sense that ever I consulted, define body to 
be a corporeal, or material substance. The apostle 
Paul says, “ Christ shall change our vile body, and 
fashion it like to his glorious body.” Now, a 
changed body, plainly supposes, the same identical 
body, differently modified. If our bodies are to be 
changed, and iashioned like unto Christ’s glorious 
body, as the apostle asserts, then, certainly, they are 
to be inaterial bodies: for Christ’s body was a mate- 
rial body, consisting of flesh and bones. He thus 
declares it, Luke xxiv. 36—39: “ And as they thus 
spake, Jesus himself stood in the midst of them, and 
saith unto them, Peace be unto you. But they were 
terrified and affrighted, and supposed that they had 
seen a spirit. And he said unto them, Why are ye 
troubled ? and why do thoughts arise in your hearts ¢ 
Behold my hands and my feet, that it is I myself; 
handle me, and see; for a spirit hath not flesh and 
bones, as ye see me have.” This material and glo- 
rified body Christ went to heaven with, if the Scr ip- 
tures are true. And he will descend from heaven 
again, and raise all mankind in his own image, if the 
Scriptures are true. For the “ Lord himself shall 
descend from heaven with a shout, with the voice at 
the archangel, and with the trump of God ; and the 
dead in Christ shall rise first. Then we which are 
alive and remain, shall be caught up together with 
them in the elowds, to meet the Lord in the air; 
and so shall we ever be with the Lord,” 1 Thess. 
iv. 16, 17. 

Now, there appears not the least analogy betweeu 
this representation, and that which represents that 
there is no resurrection except what takes place im 
mediately on the dissolution of the body. The apos- 
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tle here plainly represents that Christ will visibly 
descead trom heaven and raise the dead, while the 
world shall be full of living inhabitants, who are to 
be changed ina moment, in the twinkling of an 
eye, as he says, treating of the same subject in 
1 Cor. xv.; where he also says—* But every man| 
in his own order, Christ the first-fruits, afterward 
they that are Christ’s at his coming.” It has often 
appeared quite strange to me, that men of sense, of 
learning, of discriminating talents, and well versed 
in the Intitude of Scripture language, should lay so 
much stress on these words of the apostle, “ Flesh 
and blood cannot inherit the kingdom of God,” so as 
to draw the conclusion, that all materiality is ne- 
cessarily excluded from the composition of man in 
the heavenly state. To our apprehension the words 
obviously mean nothing more than that these gross 
corruptible bodies cannot inherit the kingdom of 
God. But, will any one presume to say, in the face 
ef Scripture and reason, that God cannot change 
these gross corruptible bodies, and fashion them 
like to Christ’s glorious and incorruptible body ? 
Why should we doubt the fact, when the apostle po- 
sitively says he will do it? 

On the concluding question, “ If saints at their 
death are made perfectly holy, and can pass into 
glory separate from, and without their bodies, what 
need can there ever be of a resurrection of, and 
union with, their bodies?” We will remark, that 
we can ask a thousand questions, which our Bro- 
ther will be as much puzzled to answer, as we 
should to answer this. We will ask one—If matter 
is a useless, despicable thing, why has a Being of 
infinite wisdom made so much of it? If beings, 
purely intellectual, can do as well or better without 
matter than with, why this needless profusion in 
the boundless creation or universe ? Why this huge 
earth, with all its mountains, rivers, rocks, and seas ? 
Why the sun, a million times larger? Why the 
woundless, boundless regions of the starry heavens? 
We have not a capacity to conceive, of what use a 
material world would be to creatures (if such there 
be) that are purely immaterial. We say further, 
we never had capacity enough to conceive the ex- 
istence of an intellectual being, that had no con- 
nexion with matter. God has given me a capacity 
to know many things of the use of matter, whilst he 
has given me none to discern its essence or its for- 
mation. In this I see his goodness; the former was 
neeessary to my happiness, to my existence ; the 
latter was not. It is certainly as easy for me to be- 
lieve that God can give thought and immortality to 
matter, as it is to believe that he can give thought 
and imamortality to nothing. If thought is not ma- 
terial, when it ceases it is nothing. Thus, every 
time we fall into a sound sleep, we are annihilated. 
Whatever thought be, one thing of it is certain, it 
caw be completely suspended and cempletely re- 
stored. Hence our belief of continued conscious- 
ness between death and the general resurrection, is 
rather founded on Scripture testimony, than rea- 
son. 


Z. GOLDSMITH. 





Southold, July, 1826. 


REPLY. 

If the reader pleases, he can read our article in 
Gosrex Henatp, Vol. vi. No. 25, p. 195, which 
Z. G. refers to. Z. G., however, agrees with 
neither. That is to say, his views of the subject 
differ from our Br. Balfour’s, and frou our own, 

Z.G. argues, that, when man is raised from the 
dead, he is raised with a material body. He says, 
“ A changed body, plainly supposes the same iden. 
tical body, differently modified.” Ah! is this so? 
When you change your coat, you suppose you have 
the “ same identical” coat, “ differently modifieq 
When you get a “bank bill” changed, you sup- 
pose you have the same indentical bill, &c. Verily, 
thou supposest something that is not as thou sup. 
posest. 

Z. G. introduces the fact of Christ’s body being 
material, as evidence to prove that mankind shal) 
be raised with material bodies. Common sens 
teaches us, that if Christ’s very body was Taised, 
which was crucified, and buried, then no change 
took plaee, only so far as to animate an inanimate 
body. Fortunately, Christ has settled this ques. 
tion, by the passage Z. G. has quoted, to prove 
something diametrically opposed to this view of the 
subject; namely, “ Behold my hands and my fet, 
that it is J myself; handle me and see ; for a spirit 
hath not flesh and bones as you see me have.” Ex. 
cellent testimony this; and perfectly conclusive. 
Christ’s material body was raised, to prove the re- 
surrection of the dead; that is, to give to mankind 
a species or kind of evidence palpable to their ma- 
terial organs of perception, that man shall live 
again. What says Christ? Answer—*A spiri 
hath not flesh and bones as you see me have.” 
Well, this must be truths; for Christ knew. If, 
therefore, a spirit hath not flesh and bones, and man 
is to be raised a spiritual body, then the change 
spoken of, is a change from a natural body of flesh 
and bones, to a spiritual body without flesh and 
hones! 

We will only say, in reply to Z. G.’s interroga- 
tories relative to matter, that matter is uselu! 
wherever it is found. If Z. G. finds matter in a spi- 
ritual world, or state of existence, he will undoubt- 
edly find a use for it; but, until he has evidence 
that matter exists in a spiritual world, he shall not 
be admitted as a witness to prove the fact. 

Of the materiality of thought—If thoughts art 
material, there is danger attending a man who 
thinks a great deal; that the multitude of thoughts 
crowded into his little head, will split it open; as 
rocks are split with material, or iron wedges! 

After all that has been said, we shall keep o 
Paul’s ground, and believe “ there is a natural [ima 
terial] body, and there is a spiritual body.” And 
we repeat, Let a wiser than Paul assert the cou- 
trary! 

—<f>— 
FOR THE GOSPEL HERALD. 

“Wo upto you, scribes and Pharisees, hype 
crites, for ye compass sea and land to make one 
proselyte ; and, when he is made, ye make him two- 
fold more the child of hell thin yourselves,” Matt 
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xxiii. 15. Perhaps nothing is so grating to the ear, 
disgusting to the eye, or hateful to the heart of 
every honest man, nor so dishonouring to the Al- 
mighty, as the conduct of a hypocritical professor 
of religion. Notwithstanding this, there is nothing 
more common than to hear and see those who pro- 
fess to be the disciples of the meek and lowly Sa- 
viour of all men, using every art, argument, and 
stratagem, to induce or influence people to make a 
profession of religion. I have not time at present 
to notice all these arts and stratagems made use of, 
by those whose professed business it is to defend 
and support the honour and cause of the dear Re- 
deemer’s kingdom. I shall, therefore, only point 
out some of them, which I conceive to be the most 
fatal to the cause of true Christianity. 

ist. The constant practice of extolling the cha- 
racter of (what they term) the “ children of God,” 
without drawing the line of distinction between 
those whose conduct and profession are at vari- 
ance, and those whose conduct and profession 
harmonize. 

2d. By despising and stigmatizing those who do 
not, or have not, made a public profession of reli- 
gion, however moral and unimpeachable their con- 
duct may be. It is not unfrequently we hear the 
following language addressed to the people of the 
world :—“ My dear friends, you know nothing 
about happiness here, neither will you hereafter, 
unless you experience religion ; and the work must 
be begun here, or your case will be hopeless beyond 
description. O sinner, why stand out? Why, O 
why, will you not come forward and unite with the 
people of God? You can if you will; the fault is 
all your own. Yes, Jesus is this moment knocking, 
and waiting at the door of your wicked heart, ready 
to come in and dwell there. I pray that you, my 
dear friends, will no longer continue to refuse that 
dear Saviour a place in your affections. Oh! do 
forsake your wicked paths, and no longer indulge 
in sin.” And, in the next breath, you will hear 
them exclaim—“ Ye moralists, do you imagine that 
you are safe, that you stand on any better ground 
than the openly profane? If you do, you are 
most awfully mistaken—fatal delusion!—you are 
in greater danger of eternal death or misery, than 
the immoral man !” 

Task, Is not such language calculated to make 
hypocrites? It is as plain to me, as that two and 
two make four, that the real object of the preacher 
is to influence his hearers to make a profession of 
religion, or to draw neat to God with their lips, 
while their hearts are far from him. . 

Sd. The practice of ministers, or ambassadors, (as 
they call them) of conversing with young people 
Upon the subject of a future state, in the following 
manner, viz.:—* My dear young friends, how do 
you feel? Don’t you feel as though it is your duty 
‘0 come forward and join the people composing the 
flock of Christ, and forsake your old company and 
‘heir sinful practices? Depend upon it, if you do 
sot, but remain as you are, you must be eternally 
niserable. Your morality will not save you.” Evi- 
lently implying, that they must, in order to be sure 


of happiness here, and hereafter, make a public 
profession. It is not uncommon for them, espe- 
cially the gentlemen composing, what is called, the 
Methodist Clergy, to express themselves in this way 
to young people, young females in particular, say- 
ing—* Have you, my dear young friend, got reli- 
gion? If you have not, you must be eternally 
damned !” whereas, if they have made a public pro- 
fession, they would have escaped such a heavy de- 
nunciation. 

The following account is a specimen of their 
conduct and good-will, as they call it, towards those 
whom they have reason to believe do not subscribe 
to their creed, which occurred in the village of Belle- 
ville, Essex County, New-Jersey, very recently, in 
a company of young people, where the Parson, Mr. 
W HHH was present, and who, as is usual for that 
gentleman, began discoursing to the ladies on mat- 
ters of religion. Addressing himself to a young 
lady, by the name of S*****, who was on a visit 
to that place, he said, “I presume, Miss, by your 
dress, that you have lost some near and dear 
friend?” “Yes ;” answered one of the company ; 
“« Miss S*#606* has lately Jost her father.” “ O,” 
replied the gentleman, “ had he religion, (Method- 
ism, I presume) that you can hope he is in hea- 
ven? If he had not, he is lost for ever and ever. 
How dangerous it is to die without religion! And 
you, I conclude by your curls, are without it. You 
are an enemy to God; you hate his religion ; you 
hate his people ; and, unless you immediately turn 
from your sins, you will go to endless misery, there 
to be numbered amengst the damned!” He in- 
formed her that she must bow; which, I suppose, 
wouid be the token of her assent to the truth of his 
declarations. The young lady had bowed already ; 
and, if it had not been for the assistance of her kind 
friends, the shock would, in all probability, have 
been attended with serious consequences. I have 
not a doubt but the gentleman supposed he had con- 
vinced the young lady of sin, and of the importance 
of getting religion, as he would term it; whereas it 
was only the effect of parental affection rekindled 
in her tender bosom, and anxiety for the eternal 
happiness of her beloved father. What can influ- 
ence aman to address a young female in such lan- 
guage, upon an occasion so afflicting, I cannet tell ; 
unless it is a desire of proselyting her, or some one 
of her company: and, if that be his object, I refer 
him to the text—* Wo unto you, scribes and Pha- 
risees, hypocrites, for ye compass sea and land to 
make one proselyte ; and, when he is made, ye make 
him twofold more the child of hell than your- 
selves.” W. F. E. 

Newark, July 12, 1826. 

—i aa 
FOR THE GOSPEL HERALD. 
THE HONEST PREACHER, 

Which is saying a great deal; Mr. Augustin 
Elliot, a Baptist preacher, made the following de- 
claration on Sunday, the 11th inst. in the Northfield 
Meeting-house, while preaching from the words— 
“Who shall deliver us from the body of this 
death ?” 
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“There is a variety of means used in the present 
day, by many, to establish their creeds; among 
which are Tracts, many of which are imported from 
the most corrupt parts of Christendom, and there 
is not more than one out of fifiy but does more 
harm than good.” B. 

Livingston, Essex Co. N. J. 

eee 
SUICIDE. 

A few years ago an officer went into Hyde Park 
with an intention of shooting himself: he applied 
a pistol to his forehead, but the priming flashed and 
no discharge followed. A man of poor appearance, 
whom the officer had not observed, or perhaps 
thought unworthy of his notice, instantly ran up, 
and wrested the pistol from his hands. The other 
drew his sword, and was about to stab his deliverer, 
who with much spirit replied, “ Stab me, Sir, if you 
think proper. I fear death as little as you, but I 
have more courage. More than twenty years I have 
lived in affliction and penury, and I yet trust in God 
for mercy and support.” The officer was struck (as 
well he might be) with these reproving words, con- 
tinued speechless and motionless for a short time, 
and then bursting into tears, gave his purse to the 
honest man. He then ingnired into his story, and 
becaine his private friend and benefactor ; but un- 
der a solemn injunction, that he would never make 
any inquiries concerning himself, or seem to know 
him, if chance should ever bring them again in sight 
of each other. How many suicides might be pre- 
vented, and how many miseries relieved, if men 
under the pressure of their adversity would learn 
from this poor man to “trust in God for comfort 
and support.”—.More’s Inquiry into Suicide. 

—__— 
Anecdote of a Clergyman, in the tenth Century. 

Mosheim, describing the corruptions of the cler- 
gy in the tenth century, says, “ We may form some 
notion of the Grecian patriarchs from the single ex- 
ample of Theophylact, who, according to the testi- 
monies of the most respectable writers, made the 
most impious traffic of ecclesiastical promotions, 
and expressed no sort of care about any thing but 
his dogs and horses.” ‘To this Dr. Maclaine, the 
translator of Mosheim, adds— 

“This eremplary prelate, who sold every eccle- 
siastical benefice as soon as it became vacant, had 
in his stable above two thousand hunting horses, 
which he fed with pignuts, pistachios, dates, dried 
grapes, figs steeped in the most exquisite wines, to 
all which he added the richest perfumes. One holy 
Thursday, as he was celebrating high mass, his 
groom brought him the joyful news that one of his 
favourite mares had foaled; upon which he threw 
down the Liturgy, left the church, and ran in rap- 
tures to the stable, where having expressed his joy 
at that grand event, be returned to the altar to finish 
the divine service, which he had left interrupted 
during his absence. Chr. Tel. 

—<f>— 
Philosophy and Christianity contrasted. 

Every system of philosophy is little in compari- 
son of Christianity. Philosophy may expand our 


ideas of creation, but it neither inspires a love ~ 
the moral character of the Creator, nor a well- 
grounded hope of eternal life. Philosophy, at mos 
can only place us at the top of Pisgah ; there, like 
Moses, we must die ; it gives us no possession of the 
good land. It is the province of Christianity to add. 
All is yours! When you have ascended to the 
heights of human discovery, there are yet things of 
infinite moment that are utterly beyond its reach, 
Revelation is the medium, and the only medium, by 
which, standing as it weve, “on nature’s alps,” we 
discover things which eye hath not seen, nor ear 
heard, and of which it hath never entered into the 
heart of man to conceive. FULLER. 
—<>——_ 

A gentleman, travelling in the Western States, 
in remarking on the religious condition of Ohio, 
and the method of supporting religious teachers jy 
that state, says— 

“ Religion is supported here in the following man- 
ner. The Ohio Company Grant, including Wasb- 
ington, Morgan, Meigs, Gallia, and ove or two other 
counties, was given or granted on these conditions: 
that one out of a particular number of districts, 
should be rented land, for the support of religion, 
Marietta is a rented district ; the inhabitants are ob- 
liged to pay a stated rent in support of religion. 
Thus the leading members of a sect, get all the 
signers they can, and draw money in proportion to 
their number. The Universalist society has the 
most subscribers, and of course the most money 
They have appropriated it to a library, instead af 
procuring a preacher.” Ch. Register. 

— — 
TO CORRESPUNDENTS. 

A number of communications are received, and 
unavoidably postponed, for the time being, for watt 
They shall be attended to. 

—<=>——- 
NOTICE. 

The Subscriber is authorized by Br. S. R. Smith, 
editor of the UNiversatist, to receive from the 
Subscribers to that work the amount of their sub- 
scriptions; but owing to the ill health of Br. Sih, 
he has not their bills, nor even a list of their names; 
he requests, therefore, they will call at No. 45 
Bowery, and pay, as above suggested. 

A. KNEELAND. 
—>—- 

Just published, and for sale at this Office, and by 
the Author, No. 43 Bowery, also at the Libray 
Room, No. 137 Bowery, 

; AN ORATION, 
Delivered July 4th, 1826, being the Semicentural 
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Anniversary of the Independence of the United 
States of America; before the Societies assemvled 
to celebrate the day. By A. Kneeuanp, Pastor 0! 
the First Universalist Church in the City of New- 
York. 
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